
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION2 

.Ms. Macy Lou Capicbioni 
Director, Remediation Services 
Corporate Environmental Services 
The Sherwin-Williams C<impany 
101 ProspectAvenue,N.W. 
Cleveland, Ohio 4411S-107S 

290 BROADWAY 
NEWYORK, NY 10007-1868 

Re: Response to Questions Raised by.the Sherwin-Willlams Company 
January 2002 Revised Work Plan for Rl/FS Activities; Gibbsboro, NJ 

Dear Ms. Capichioni: 

A meeting was held on June 19, 2003 between EPA, the Sherwin-Williams Company (SWC), 
and its c:ontractor, Weston Solutions, Inc. (Weston). SWC requested the meeting to discuss 
comments it had on EPA's edited and revised version of the Rl/FS Work Plan provided by EPA 
in a Jetter to SWC dated June 6, 2003. 

There were seven items that EPA indicated that it would resolve for SWC at the outcome of the 
June 19, 2003 meeting. On June 20, 2003 SWC requested an extension to the deadline date to 
submit the Final R.I/FS Work Plan while SWC resolved the outstanding items with BP A. 
Subsequent to the meeting, SWC provided to EPA the U.S. Avenue Bum groundwater data on 
June 2S, 2003. On July l, 2003 EPA granted SWC's extension request of August l, 2003 to 
submit the Final RL'FS Work Plan. Further, SWC raised additional questions that it wished EPA 
to resolve on July 9, 11, and 16, 2003. 

BP A has included two attachnients to this letter which will resolve the questions raised by SWC 
during the lune 19, 2003 meeting and the subsequent questions raised by SWC on July 9 and 11, 
2003 pertaining to the remedial field investigation. EPA believes it is necessary to provide SWC 
resolution on these items since they pertain to the upcoming field work that is necessary for these 
Sites. EPA is still considering the thirty-nine items raised by SWC on July 16, 2003 on Sections 
2.0 (Site B3Ckground and Physical Setting), 3.0 (Initial Evaluation of Existing Data), and 4.0 
(Work Plan Rationale). 

As sp~ified under paragraph 31 of the AOC for a RIIFS, EPA retains the rigbt in its sole 
discretion to seek stipulated or statutory penalties, perform its own studies, complete the RIIFS 
(or any portion of the RI/FS) under CERCLA and the NCP, and seek reimbursement from the 
Respondent for its costs; and/or seek any other appropriate relief if the subsequent final 
submission of the RI/FS Work Plan does not fully reflect EP A's directions for changes. 
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EPA requests that 7 copies of the final lUIFS Work Plan wlth.EPA's revisions be submitted to 
the EPA's project coordinator and 2 copies be sent to the NIDEP project manager, John Doyon. 

If you have any questions on this matter, you may contact Mr. Emmet K.eveney, P.E., of my staff, 
at (212) 637-3916, or if you have any legal concerns, Mr. Carl Howard, Esq., at (212) 637-3216. 

Sincerely yours, 

~!'.A..·---~ 
Carole Petenen, Chief 
New Jersey Remediation Branch 

Enclosures 

cc: Allen Danzig, Esq., SWC w/encls. 
John Gerulis, SWC w/encls. 
Dilniel Kopc0w, Weston w/encls. 
John Doyon, NJDEP w/encls. 
Susanne Peticolas, Gibbons, Del Deo, Dolan, Griffinger, & Vecchione w/encls. 



bee: Carl Howard, ORC 16111 fl. w/encls. 
Emmet Keveney, ERRD-NJRB w/encls. 
Bonita Green, MS-211 w/encls. 
Jeff Josephson, ERRD-NJRB w/encls. 
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CO\'crLetta l!em!l4 

CoverletteJ: llem #10 

ADDMONAL QUESTIONS/ISSUES (NON-WSTORIC SECTIONS) 
lUIFS DOCUMENT REVISIONS 

GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY > 
. ' 

JUNE 27, 2003 
SHERWJN..WILLIAMS' RJIFS WORK.PLAN-IANUARY 2002 

EPA'S.RESPONSE TO COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM 
SHEllWIN-WILLIAMS ON JULY 9, 2003 

Specifies total ofS copies (7 EPA, 2 
N.IDEP}. Consent Order~ 13 (B 
EPA, S NlDEP) •. 

Requin:s lhat I 00 orul 500 year Rood plains 
be added to maps., 

A mqnesls lhato EPA boriagf .WUg 
lhe Dump Site fence be ahown as piopoaed 
for .raampliog (cbmge md dols lo grem 
triaDgles). Our gr""" lriaogles wae shown 
as being "cou:ple 11ffeet" away li:vm lhe old 
locations, partly f\>r vim'bilily, pGt1y lilr tile 
faC! Iha! C\ICll if you coald find the euct 
same !!pOI, you would Bti11 not 'flDt 1o 
sample !here, sinte that wry apot Im 
already been distubed. 

Also, why do we need tomampleboring 
26, if we are llkirig two more borillp on 

Please clarify. W pzefer 9 
copies since the documems are 
\'CJ}' cxpc:miYC 1o :tcplllduce. 

FEMA does mapping based in 
egional lllllJl5 lllKI !hose Jines do 
nol rmtch up to our higb-ICllD!utioo 
mapping. How should we resolve ... ,_. ' ...... imu:. 

Should we clangc 1hosc points to 
another symbol IUld label them .. 
"ptetiously sampled locsliou to be 
n:nmpled" and mmm: lbe green 
tri811gles that are now next to 
th=? Or is EPA lookiog for 
additional samples? 

Since this is a final do~ believe may only need 9 copies 
oflhe 13 specified in the Adntinistralive Ordor on Cooseot· 
(AOC). If additiooal copies me needed, we will inform the 
Shawin-Williems Company (SWC). 
If SWC is coocemed that tbe FEMA Wu:s for the 100-yur and 
SCIO-year floodplains appear lo cul across a.n:u of differing 
elevations, EPA ROOllllllClldl tltat ifSWC broil.rs Ille elevation 
for tbe I 00 year aod 500 year floodplain lhal coiild be lllillzed 
with lbe high-rnolution llllpping. Otherwise, SWC could lake 
the FBMA lines and "cmm:t" them wilh- site-specif'JC 
data. It is oarund<:rslaodiog that SWCuaed Floodprooe Maps 
from N.IDEP GJS 1996 to show the I DO-year floodplain along 
Hilliard's Creek for Figme S-9. CoulSI flood data and Digilal 
Elevatioo Model (DBM) dais can be fuund on lhe NJDEP GIS 
url: h : rwww · ~ · 
SWC does not need to ckmge B oa Figure 
5-4 of the RllFS Work Plan, and ils duplicate figure specified in 
the SAP and QAPP. Howe-, the inteat ofBPA 's comment 
#167(c) in our Apnl 19, 2001aod cOJlllllellt fl.10 in our June 6, 
2003 lellmi lo SWC was lhat samples were lo be coUecled 
.:l1JJ1glheperimatat of tile fcm:eline incloeprollimity to the 
preyjoos EPA Ample points und for determining where lhe 
fence line shonld be erected to satisfy lhe Remonl AOC. 
't'hmefDte, upon funher rniew of F'igme 5-4, it hu been 
de!mnined that there ano three .sample poiols lhat SWC did nol 
ll)lllCify on the Figure based oa our previous conuneots. Those 
sample poiols are 1,2, and IO. Please denote a proposed soil 
s111nple locstinn in close proximity lo each of these points pas! 
lhe cunc.at fence line as was dooe for lhe other proposed 
sample poinls CUimlll.y noled by SWC on the figure. 

Do DOI need to resample point 26. How.,.,,,r, eosure that the 
proposed soil sample point lo the left of sample point 26 is 
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SAP 5.15 

SAP Appendnc.B 

ADIJ!mONAL QUES'l10NS/ISSUES (NON-IDSTORIC SECTIONS) 
Rl!(iS DOCUMENT REVISIONS 

GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY 
.JUNE 27, 2003 

either siae? taken during lhe field activities in close ptoximity to the cumnt 
feaceliDe. 

If we are sampl~: S but llllt 6, why should Requesting • proposed sample point in cloee proximity to 
WC sample l 0 if W\l &R Alllpl.iag al 11? ump~ point 10 to ddamine if conlaminalion exists soulh of 

the curmit fence line u noted ebo've. The me additionsl 
- ample points(onc of which SWC appemto be denoting as 71 

in Figin S-4 and llDder the column titled ~iI=ent" to the 
left) apec:ilied alo1111 the westenl perimeter of lhe fence line 
aloog Route 561 wm Rquested by EPA in comment #I 67(d) 
ia Ollr Apn1 19, 2001 lelter lo SWC to determine jf 
cal1fllminatioo exists to the west of the current fence line and 
potenlially below the Route S6l 1011dway. Further, sample 
points 71 and 10ar"11ppmximak:ly 50 feet away from on" 
another whiclt is the grid spacing proposed for soil sampling 
past Ille perilnder. of the ftnce line. 'Ihelefore, both sampling 
locatioils need to be denoted u proposed sDil. mnple locations 
on Figure 5-4 of the RIIFS Work Piao, and its duplicate figui-= 
specified in the SAP and QAPP. 

· Bolh hazudous 1111d aou-hamdous mlaiaJs Non-hazanlous is 120 Sections5.IS and 1.3.H.7 of the SAP, ~ion 2.1.10.7 of the 
will be acammlaUd cm-lite for 90 days or QAPP, ad s..ction 5.2.11.7 of the RIIFSWork Plan can be 
lc&s prior lo olispol.al ..U:sim. Mvittd to specify !hat l\Oll-baDnll>1I materials will be 

ac:cumu!ated on-site fur 120 di,& or las prior IO disposal off-site. 
Region 2 low flow does not meation W" WBD1 to use variabli: me This is accep1able. However-. swc IDll&l ro11ow the putging 
impeller-type puc11JS. Gnmdfos pumps. and nmpling piocedlm:s ltaled in the Region 2 Low-Flow SOP 

{datcd.Muclt 1998) specified in Appendix B of1h" SAP. The 
SOP specifies that SWC must purge at a rste of200 - SOO 
ml/min, llltd collect samples while purging between a rate of 
100 - 250 ml/min, 

While reviewiag the SAP to answer SWC's nocent round or 
~.EPA noted that on<> item was missing from what 
needs io be labeled on. each of the sample bottles specified 
Ullder Section 4.2 (Sample Documeruation) or !he SAP and 
Section S.8 (Sample Labeling) of the QAPP. The sample 
bottle, besides bemg ·labeled wi1h the items cwrently listed in 
the SAP an QAPP, should also include any ptaen'atives whic 
may be addm. Thie will not only CllSllie the staff at the liib th 
Ibey ue RCciving samples which will be within bolding linw! :;i 
{by .• ;,,,;,,,, preserved), 'but a\!o 1hal they may Ci 
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SAP 4.2 
QAP 5.7.2 

SAP AppendixB 

ADDmONAL QUESTIONS/ISSUES (NON-HISTORIC SECTIONS) 
Rl/FS DOCUMENT REVISIONS 

GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY 
JUNE 17 2003 • 

po1e111ia1Jy be handling poleDIWly hautdou.s (after addition of 
lhe pnrerwlivcs) nmples. Revise lhe SAP and QAPP 
acamtiagly. 

Field logbooks will be useo for Is I.lie use of electronic-base entry r.r:A. concemea about making cbuge1 in lhc collies. When 
docmnentalion. ac:cep1ablc? We are now plannillg using a bound field logbook IDd indelible ink, it is posStl>le lo 

to use digi1al cameras, PDAs and keep lnclr. of any c:banges to entries u they happen pursuant to 
Also, we are now plannillg lo use digital /or laptopB to be downloaded to a the proeedtuea DOied in Sec:lion 4.2 of the SAP and Section 
cameras Yel'SILI filnL server e11ecy eveniDg. 5. 7.2 of the QAPP. It is Ullclcat how those procedwes will be 

met using elec:tronic: 111e11ns. SWC will need to add language to 
Sution4.2 oftbc SAP and SectionS.7.2 oftbeQAPP to 
specify how lhe procedures used 1o ensure lhc mte11rity of 
entries into lhe logbooks will be implemaited using electronic 
means. Section 4.2.3 of lhe SAP specifies that digital cameras 
-ybeused 

Region 2 low flow spec: We may be using t'UAslll'AQs. u that SWC may be using PDAsliPAQs. Re"" to our 
respomie above to SWC's questions on Section 4.2 of the SAP 

. and Section 5.7.2 of the QAPP • 



TOP~ ITEM SECTION(•) SWC'1 6119/03 MEETING RESOLll'lJ:ON 
c c -

COMMENT OVTCOMEi .. 
• 

ACTIONITEM J 

sanmlin,.. t 

Samplinc 12 S.2.2.2, S.2.3.2, Depth of 5Ultilce soil Mila: Sivak to con1act TRW (a) SWC should implcmenl the SUllpling scheme as specified in the 
Depths S.2.4.4, 5.2.5.4, samples. Wade Plan and discuss if 0-6" can be current EPA edili:d version of the Rl/FS Work Plan. In addition lo what 

5.2.6.2. S.2.6.4, call& for all pammdml used at this site fuo: is a1-dy noquired in the .Rl/FS Woril: Plan, SWC may conduct the 
:S.2.7.4, S.2.8.2 coJlected 0 IO 6" bgs residenlial lead risk following additional sampliug al residential properties: 

except for voes •ssessmet!t (sioce ii is being 
colleckd ftotn 18""-24". conducted along with olher I. Grab discreet XRF lead samples (do not composi!Je), at an interval of 

contaminants of potential 0-I" bgs, .liom 10 ofthe l:S soil tmverse borehole locations per residential 
concern). Other issues to property cum:ntly proposed in the RIIFS Work Plan. 
be discussed will be to 
determine if 0-6" is 2. Oa.ly the I 0 XRF lead samples per residential property being collected 
agreeable for non- from 0-1" hp may be si..-1. 
residential .-. and if 
sieving of the soil (agaiu, (b) 0-6" can be used at lhi.s site for the residential risk assessment. 
fur a eomprehemive risk Once the data has been collected fur this first phase of the 
assessmtnl, not just lead) is lUJFS, EPA will compare bolb sample horizons (0-1" and 1-6") 
reqllired, and if18-24" io determine iflbc 0-1" deplh can be eliminated. 
samples for voes can be 
used for the risk (c) W.ilb -respect Ill a question "'ganliag if the sampliog interval 0-6" is 
assessmtnt. agreeable fur non-residential areas, and a question regarding if lhe 

sampling interval 18-24" for voes can be used for the risk assessment 
Sampling for mm-residential areas will be conducted aa specified in lhe 

I 
current EPA edited version of the RI/FS Wodc Plan and 18-24" !18111ples 
fur voes can be used fur the risk asscssJMnt. 

Resideotl-1 13 S.Z.7.4 ~-Williams Mike to review NJDEP"s Composile ,..,,.,img aball not be condlleled pnrsuaot to N.J.A.C. 7:26E-
Sampllos wonk! like 1o discuss criteria (which will serve as 3.4 which ill au AllAR. for Ille Sites. With respect ID the nosidential 

the resideatia1 sampling ARARs for Ibis site), which sampling approach, EPA recommends that SWCspeak lo the residenlS 
approach lo m-tmt. do not allow for composile prior to sampling lo -•bat 1'11: tc&idents bare not moved 1~nt or 
Cba:raclerization. risk sampling- in light of~ soil liom within the 100-)lear .tlnod plain ID another portion of their 
as smentand rcquiremcnt by the TRW lo property. lfso, some of the sampling points may need to be .re-located, 

r 
de1inealiou goals will condllcl C0lllp05ile or additional sample points specified. to charactmzc those areas outside 
bemel. sampling for tetidentia1 of the 100-yar llood plain that may polelltially be comaminaled. 

lead risk assessmeJllS {ie., 
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-TOP~ ITEM SECTION(•) 

MJseellaneous 17 5.l.23 

SWC's 
COMMENT -

Slmwi:a-Williams 
proposes to change lite 
:reference to the 
Bmddoct ~dence to 
the stn:et addms of the 
-residence (2S United 
States Avenue). 

6/1'/03 MEE'l'ING RESOLIJTION 
OurCOtlg/ . . - - . •'. .. -
ACfiONITEM- : 

how cm we resolve lheK 2 . . 

Rekieace to 'Bnddock' Addless should be included in the RllFS Work Plan. Addrenes wiD be 
will be zeruoml ftom wmlc n:dacflcd from !he copies or lhe RIJFS Work Plan that will be placecl in 
plan. BP A to cletcrmine if the public .mpcsitories. 
address should be included 
in the work plan. 
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